It is proved, that suggested by Jin [1] modified formalism in the external-field method in QCD sum rules exactly coincides with the formalism used before. But the terms, which correspond to the transitions from the ground to the excited states, 1
In QCD sum rule calculations of hadronic properties in constant external field the following problem arises. In the phenomenological part of the sum rule besides the goal of the calculation -the contribution of the lowest hadronic state -and the terms, corresponding to the transitions among excited states, there appear the contributions of transitions from the lowest to excited states. Unlike contributions of the transitions among excited states, the latter are not exponentially suppressed by the Borel transformation in comparison with the ground state term. In this aspect there is an essential difference in the QCD sum rule calculations of hadronic properties in the constant external fields -the vertices -and the ones of the hadronic masses -the polarization operators, -where excited states contributions are exponentially suppressed by the Borel transformation. For this reason in the mass sum rules, it was possible [2] to use the rough model of hadronic spectrum -the pole plus continuum -and the results were not too much sensitive to the model. In the case of the calculations of hadronic matrix elements in the constant external field the similar model can be used for the exponentially suppressed contributions of transitions among excited states.
But the terms, which correspond to the transitions from the ground to the excited states, should be considered exactly. The method, how to get rid of these terms, which are a background in the sum rules, was suggested in the first calculations of hadronic properties in the external fields -the calculations of nucleon magnetic moments [3] (see also [4] ). The idea was to exploit the different preexponential Borel parameters M 2 dependence of the ground and the background terms. By applying some differential operator in M 2 to the sume rule it was possible to kill the background term and to obtain the sum rules, where the excited states contributions were exponentially suppresed, like in the QCD sum rules for hadronic mass determination. Of course, the procedure of differention deteriorates the accuracy of sum rule and this was a drawback of the method.
In the recent paper [1] it was claimed, that a modified formalism is invented, free from the mentioned above drawback, where the excited states contributions are exponentially suppressed relative to the ground state term and this formalism has a potential to improve the predictability and reliability of external-field sum rule calculation in comparison with the method used before [3, 4] . 
The first term in the l.h.s. of (1) -the phenomenological side of the sum rule -gives the contribution of the ground state h. Here G =< h | J | h > is the matrix element over the state h, of the current J, interacting with the external field, which we would like to find, λ =< 0 | η | h >, where η is the quark current with the quantum numbers of hadron h, m is the hadron h mass . The last term in the l.h.s. of (1) double dispersion relation does not influence our results.) The last term in the r.h.s. of (1) represents the higher order terms in the operator product expansion. The second term in the l.h.s. is the background term discussed above, corresponding to the transitions from the lowest to excited states. The subtraction terms in the double dispersion relation, if it must be used, are also accounted here. (The background term in (1) is more general, than that, used in [1] ; the latter corresponds to α(s) = 1).
Let us first treat (1) according to the method, proposed in [3, 4] and perform first the Borel transformation. We have
where M 2 is the Borel parameter. In order to kill the nonsuppresed exponentially background term, multiply (2) by e m 2 /M 2 and differentiate over 1/M 2 . We get
In (3) the contribution of transitions from the ground to excited states -the second term in the l.h.s. -are exponentially suppressed at least by the factor exp [−(
Instead of using this method Jin [1] proposed first multiply (1) 
After multiplying by −e m 2 /M 2 the sum rule (4) exactly, term by term, concide with (3).
Since in both approaches the final sum rules are identical, no new results can be obtained by suggested by Jin [1] modification.
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